
advertisement mid the interactive activity is separate from the advertisement. One or more 
software modules executing in an operating emdronraent provided by the server arc configured 
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additional hrfonrratton relating ro the advertisement and to communicate content to the client 
relating to the interactive activity. 
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more software modules to. perform the functions recited above. Sgaragiino was cited to make up 
Ibr this deikiency of Goldberg. Sgaragiino describes a system that obtains a user information, 
such as an e-mail address, beforehand and, when a user clicks on an. advertisement displayed in a 
user interface, such as a Web page, the system forward the user's information to a central 
location. Sgaragiino also describes that an advertisement may include a video message or the 
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results in follow- up material being supplied to the user. 

Thus. Sgaraghno does describe supplying user' information beforehand, and sending that 
^ j % - s > , > - vvv«i-w ^ J i« v ^ * s r<> S u „>' <- a,v cm.s v „ ^ : o^ 
various parts oi advertising to obtain additional material. What is crucial however, is that 
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Sgaraglino describes only clicking on (or otherwise interacting with) advertising to output the 
user information or to obtain additional material. 'That is. Sgaraghno is like die prior art in that it 
requires a user to interact with the advertising in order to output user information. 

By contrast, in the. invention of claim 25, the system receives input .from the -client device 
in response to the user's interaction with the interactive activity, where the input includes, m a 
single transmission, information relating to the user's participation in the interactive activity and 
a request, from the user to receive additional information relating to the advcrtisemein. As 
amended, claim ,:5 makes clear that the interactive activity separate mom the advertisement. 
Such is not the case in Sgaraghno, where information is sent/obtained in response to clicking on 
advertising information, not separate information relating to an. interactive activity (e.g.. a game 
or the like). 

For at least the foregoing reasons, claim 25 is believed to be patentable. 

Amended independent claim 39 defines a method comprising displaying a user interlace 
on a display permitting a user to participate in an interactive activity, during the display of the 
usu ^i + Uv' - n,^ . e Ac ^ s_ one," ,*v\ o s d (. sa, ?e ^p , \ ^ u ^ . ,^ c c •» v ^ <: ^ 
the user's ability to participate in the interactive activity, where the interactive activi f y is separate 
from the advertising information; and daring the display of the user interface, receiving irom the 

advert rNuss? auds-maiion. i'he method aho comprises musing the additional intorrruuon reia:A 
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interfering with the user's anility to participate in the interactive activity. Causing the additional 



information to be provided to the user comprises transmitting a second signal indicating the 
user's interest in receiving the additional information. The second signal is transmitted in 
response to the user's interaction with the interactive activity. 
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which causes additions! information to be provided to the user. Accordingly, even if Sgaregliw 
were combined with Goldberg in the manner suggested in the Office Action, the resulting 
hypothetical combination would still fail to disclose or to suggest the features of claim 39. For 
v - >K > k» a) be patentable. 
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Sieved to be patentable for the reasons noted above. 

Amended independent claim 60 is includes displaying information about an interactive 
to a user on a display associated with a client computer, receiving at the client computer 
s s.v v-t tor advertising information and information related to the user's participation in the 
interactive activity, where the interactive activity is separate from the advertising information, 
i. \ i .ntaneousiy transmitting to a server the user's request for advertising information and th 

performed- in response to the user's interaction with the interactive activity. 
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to a server the user's request for advertising information and the information related to the user's 
participation in the interactive activity, where transmitting is performed in response to the user's 
interaction with the interactive activity, That is, as explained above, m Sgaraglinn, transmission 
is performed in response to a user's interaction with advertising, not a separate interactive 
«iv.L\i;\ ueedn;gb. e\en Scared -no ^eie c<>mKned ->\nh 5.K;k-he\e in thomannes -ngceskd 
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suggest the features of claim 60. For at least this reason, claim 60 is believed to be patentable 

Each of the dependent claims is also believed to define patentable features of the 
invention. Each dependent claim partakes of the novelty of its corresponding independent claim 
and, as such, has not been discussed specifically herein, 

it is believed that all of the pending claims have been addressed. However, the absence 
oi a reph to a -pee- tie rejection, $^uu or comment does not siamty agreement * ah or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because fee arguments made above 
may not be exhaustive, there may be .reasons for patentability of any or ail pending claims (or 
n <. i t-v ^ ^ n K h> . 1 > <. s. ^ 



Applicants 
Serial No. 



Jijris 22, 2000 
36 of SS 



tomev's Docket No, 



Date: Ofr/W&N f H ^ l u> / \ *^ v>* 

fish & Richardson P.O. 
225 Franklin Street 

Telephone: (61?) 542-5070 
Facsimile: (617) 542-8906 



